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Confronted by this embarrassing document Mrs. Taylor
boldly denied its authorship, though she had already admitted
having written a letter to Miss Wilson. Thereupon at Lawson
Walton's request she wrote down at his dictation certain phrases
occurring in the letter in which words had been misspelt,
reproducing in each case the eccentric orthography of the original,
so that though she continued stoutly to maintain that she had not
written it, no one could possibly believe her.

This was a most valuable incident, for, if the jury did not believe
the person who had taken a leading part in collecting evidence, they
were not very likely to place much faith in the evidence which
she had collected.

After an interval for recovery from a timely attack of faintness
she faced Rufus Isaacs and had soon agreed with him that her
memory was not good but that she had relied entirely upon it in
fixing the dates given in her evidence.

More of Mrs. Sands' former servants were then called, to be
succeeded by a selection of cab drivers prepared to swear that they
had on various occasions driven Sir Charles and Mrs. Sands to
such places as Prince's, Romano's and the Cafe Royal, though
it was noticeable that no porter or waiter was called from
any one of these restaurants to confirm the fact of their
presence.

Sir Charles was then recalled and denied ever having visited
Mrs. Sands. He had been introduced to her at the Savoy in 1897
by a mutual friend and since then had only spoken to her once or
twice in public places.

More evidence on behalf of Sir Charles followed, including
that of the Duke of Devonshire, whose not very helpful contribu-
tion was limited to saying that when the Hartopps had stayed
with him at Chatsworth he had not observed Sir Charles to be
unkind to his wife, and of Sir George Lewis, who said that Sir
Charles had not been able to give -him Mrs. Sands' address.

Further witnesses formerly employed by Mrs. Sands were then
called, this time on behalf of Sir Charles, to say that ex-Inspector
Conquest, who was endeavouring to secure evidence for Lady
Hartopp, had offered them substantial sums of money to identify
a photograph of Sir Charles as that of a man who visited Mrs.
Sands. Next, amid a ripple of excited whispering, came Mrs.
Sands herself, who in answer to Rufus Isaacs denied in a firm?
clear voice that she had ever been guilty of any impropriety with
Sir Charles. Nor was she shaken by Inderwick's cross-examination,
stoutly asserting that the witnesses against her were lying and
answering his final barbed question : "Do you say that you have